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1 . The Specification is hereby objected to under 37 CFR 1 .77(b) and (c) for 
the \ack of the required sectional headings. Correction is hereby required. 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claims 1-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Independent claim 1 is rejected as being indefinite and unclear due 
to the use of two phrases starting with the abbreviation "i.e." in that it is not 
clear in context if or how these phrases modify the terms "cold source" 
and "hot source." The same problem occurs with the use of a phrase 
starting with the abbreviation "i.e." in independent claim 3. 

In independent claim 1 and dependent claim 2, the language 
indicating that an "image or shadow" is directed on the object to be 
imaged is indefinite and unclear in that the disclosure does not make an 
image that is projected and in that it is not clear how something would be 
illuminated by the projection of a shadow. The same problem with the 
direction of an "image or shadow" also occurs in independent claim 3 and 
dependent claims 4, 5, and 7. 

Claims 6, 7, 17, and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite in that it fails to point out what is included or 
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excluded by the claim language. This claim is an omnibus type claim. 
Please see MPEP 2173.05(r). 

On lines 4-5 of independent claim 8, the phrase "disposed laterally 
with respect of the line of sight between the object and the imaging 
device" is unclear in context. 

On line 6 of independent claim 8, the phrase "corresponding to or 
close to" is indefinite and unclear in context. 

On line 8 of claim 8, the phrase "substantially along" is indefinite 
and unclear in context. What degree of deviation of movement from a 
path is "substantially along" a path without being "along" that path? 

The uses of "such radiation" in independent claim 13 are indefinite 
and unclear in context as to antecedent. 

On lines 4-6 of independent claim 13, the phrase "directing such 
radiation from the radiation source towards said object area along a path 
corresponding to the line of sight of the imaging device" is indefinite and 
unclear in context. 

In claims 1-5 and 7, the uses of "cold source" and "hot source" are 
indefinite and unclear in context in that there is no reference with respect 
to which a "source" may be judged to be "cold" or "hot." 

Dependent claims 2, 4-5, 7, 9-12, 17, 14-16, and 19 are unclear at 
least in that they depend from unclear independent claims 1 , 3, 8, and 13. 
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4. Claims 12 and 16 are objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being in 
improper form because a multiple dependent claim may refer to other claims in 
the alternative only. See MPEP § 608.01 (n). Accordingly, the claims have not 
been further treated on the merits. 

In claims 12 and 16, please note that the uses of the word "any" in 
the statements of dependency are potentially plural. In claim 12, "any of 
Claims 8 to 1 1 " could be re-written as "any one of claims 8 to 1 1 ." 

5. Claims 1-18 are so unclear that it is not possible to indicate allowable 
subject matter at this time. Sinclair et al ('224) appears to raise questions of 
patentability of these claims insofar as they may be understood. 

6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

The examiner-cited prior art herewith is of general interest for 
showing the state of the related prior art. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Bernarr E. Gregory whose telephone number 
is (571 ) 272-6972. The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays from 
7:30 AM to 4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Thomas H. Tarcza, can be reached on (571) 272-6979. 
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The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 

/Bernarr E. Gregory/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3662 



